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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-17, 20-22, and 31-32 are pending for examination. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code (paragraph [0023]). Applicant is required to 
delete the embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See 
MPEP§ 608.01. 

Double Patenting 

3. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 
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4. A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

5. Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

6. Claims 31 is rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6636886. Although the 
conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because both computer systems comprise substantially the same elements. For 
example, claim 31, functions performed by the steps are the same and obvious as the 
steps of claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6636886. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-4, 6-11, 14-17, 20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Trenbeath et al. (hereafter Trenbeath) (U.S. Patent No. 6324587). 

9. As per claim 1, Trenbeath teaches the invention substantially as claim including a 
method for transferring an information object across a network, wherein the information 
object resides on a first storage device accessed by provider process executing on a 
first processor, wherein the information object comprises a plurality of attributes 
contains information, wherein a consumer process executes on a second processor 
(figs. 4A-B, 5A-E; abstract), the method comprising: 

sending the information object across the network to the consumer process (col. 
3, lines 5-12; col. 9, lines 6-35); 

storing the information object in second storage device as a second instance of 
the information object (col. 10, lines 14-20); 

after sending the information object, using the provider process to modify one or 
more of the attributes of the information object (abstract); 

sending the one or more modified attributes of the information object across the 
network to the consumer process (col. 3, lines 22-25; col. 10, lines 42-50); and 

synchronizing the second instance of the information object based on the one or 
more attributes (col. 3, lines 25-31; col. 10, lines 50-55). 
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Trenbeath did not specifically teach an amount of information by the one or more 
modified attributes being less than an amount of information contained by the 
information object. 

10. However, Trenbeath teaches that the information object contain the attributes 
(figs. 4A-B, 5A-E; abstract). 

11. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have recognized that Trenbeath teaching of the information 
object contain the attributes leading to the obvious reason for an amount of information 
by the one or more modified attributes being less than an amount of information 
contained by the information object. Therefore, one would be motivated to utilized the 
system for sharing data messages and other data objects between users on different 
machines (Trenbeath, col. 1, lines 8-10). 

12. As per claims 2-4, Trenbeath teaches that wherein the information object is a 
data object, a data definition, and an algorithm (col. 6, lines 19-59). 

13. As per claim 6, Trenbeath teaches that wherein the information object is stored in 
a storage device local to the processor executing the provider process (figs. 5A-E). 
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14. As per claim 7, Trenbeath teaches the step of using the provider process to 
create the information object (col. 11, lines 10-29). 

1 5. As per claim 8, Trenbeath teaches: 

receiving modification requests at the server process in the form of 
add/update/delete instructions (col. 17, lines 18-28); 

using the server process to modify the communication object in accordance with 
the received requests (col. 20, lines 28-38); and 

using the server process to transmit information on modifications to the 
communication object (abstract). 

16. As per claim 9, Trenbeath teaches; 

receiving consumer resquests at the server process in the form of 
publish/subscribe/edit operations (col. 17, lines 18-28); 

in response to publish operation request, using the server process to create a 
new instance on the information object (col. 20, lines 14-23); 

in response to a subscribe operation request, using the server process to cause 
information on modifications to the information object to update the second instance of 
the information object on the second storage device (col. 20, lines 28-38); and 

in response to edit operations, using the server process to modify the information 
object (col. 20, lines 38-48). 
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17. As per claim 10, Trenbeath teaches that executing an automated process in 
response to publish operation to perform a function on an instance of the information 
object (col. 1 1 , lines 58-67). 

1 8. As per claim 1 1 , Trenbeath teaches that using a server process to prevent one or 
more of multiple instances from being synchronized (col. 13, lines 23-40; col. 14, lines 
4-21). 

19. As per claim 14, Trenbeath teaches: 

the network is a client-server arrangement (fig 5A); and 

sending the one or more modified attributes of the information object across the 
network to the consumer process comprises transferring information in a series of 
multiple store-and-forward operations (abstract). 

20. As per claim 1 5, Trenbeath teaches that wherein the network is the Internet using 
Internet Protocol for information transmission (abstract). 

21. As per claim 1 6, Trenbeath teaches that wherein identification of information 
objects uses an identifier that includes a URL as standardized on the Internet (col. 13, 
lines 41-62). 
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22. As per claim 17, Trenbeath teaches that the information object is associated with 
a data definition defining the class of the information object (coL 3, lines 5-67); and each 
instance of the information object is an instance of the defined class (col. 3, lines 5-67). 

23. As per claim 20, and 22, they are rejected for the same reason as claims 1, 9, 
and 17 above. 

24. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Trenbeath et al. (hereafter Trenbeath) (U.S. Patent No. 6324587), as applied in claim 1 
above, and in view of Reed et al. (hereafter Reed) (U.S. Patent No. 6044205). 

25. Reed was cited in the previous office action. 

26. As per claim 12, Trenbeath teaches the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1. Trenbeath did not specifically teach that each attribute comprises one or more 
name/value pairs, each name/value pair comprises a name and a value, the method 
further comprising: formulating a relational criterion based on one or more names of the 
name/value pairs. 

27. However, Reed teaches that each attribute comprises one or more name/value 
pairs, each name/value pair comprises a name and a value (col. 26, lines 44-67; col. 27, 
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lines 1-10), the method further comprising: formulating a relational criterion based on 
one or more names of the name/value pairs (col. 27, lines 1 1-27). 

28. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the teaching of Trenbeath and Reed because 
Reed teaching of formulating a relational criterion based on one or more names of the 
name/value pairs would improve the integrity of Trenbeath's system by allowing 
providers and consumers to quickly and easily establish an automated communications 
relationship, simplify the transfer and storage of information between both parties 
(Reed, col. 5, lines 63-67). 

29. As per claim 13, Reed teaches that each attribute comprises one or more 
name/value pairs, each name/value pair comprises a name and a value (col. 26, lines 
44-67; col. 27, lines 1-10), the method further comprising: 

formulating a relational criterion based on one or more values of the name/value 
pairs (col. 27, lines 11-27). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

30. Claims 5, and 21 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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31 . Claims 31 -32 would be allowable if applicant timely filed terminal disclaimer in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may be used to overcome an actual or 
provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the 
conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Response to Arguments 

32. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17, 20-22, and 31-32 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Katiyar et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6636886), Flanagin et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6272545), Prasad et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6539381), and Erickson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
(6892210) teach system for synchronizing object in a client-server environment. 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer N. To whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7212. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T 6AM- 3:30 PM, F 6AM- 2:30 PM. 
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35. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

36. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jennifer N. To 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2195 
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